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popularity of the great Epic, they do not throw any light on
the original nature of these ternptes, any more than do the
similar modern names of the temples of Mamallapuram.1

The Dieng temples, generally speaking, belong to the
standard type described above. The ornament was very
restricted and simple, being composed mostly of plain courses,
pilasters, and ogee mouldings. The projections on three sides
contained niches. The lotus-cushions in these niches with
holes in the centre prove that they once supported images of
gods which have now disappeared. These niches, the door
of the vestibule leading to the temple, and niches on two sides
of it (where they occur) on the front wall of the temple,
were all crowned by Kala-Makara ornament.

The Candi Puntadeva has finer decoration than the rest
The ante-fix ornaments are more profusely used both in the
basement and the main body of the temple. The niche in the
centre of each of the three walls covers its entire length and
has an ornamental base and border-frame. At about two-thirds
of its height, there is a sort of upper niche, whose decorated
base with an ante-fix, ogee mouldings, and cushion cover the
entire upper part. The walls are enriched with ornamented
corner-posts and decorated pilasters. The first or the lowest
stage of the roof, which alone is preserved, almost exactly
repeats the main features of the temple and is adorned with
corner towers. There are two flights of steps, each enclosed
between stone curbs with volute ends. One of them leads to the
top of the basement and the other continues the ascent up to the
door of the vestibule. The vestibule repeats the features of
the main temple on a smaller scale, but has a separate and
lower roof composed of two slanting panels from a central rib,
and having, of course, no stages above.

I, Failure to recognise this obvious point has led Mr, Havell to
the view that the temples were dedicated to the Pano!ava heroes, and
he has accordingly interpreted the human heads in Cano^i Bima as
those of the great hero Bhima, This is, of course, quite wrong, ci
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